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sas court hesitant on bar rules, 21:95. Also 21:110, 
23 :161, 25:175 and 27:88. 

Kentucky—Bar act sustained by U. S. supreme court, 
22:180. Also 23:161. 

Louisiana—Attack on integrated bar 
Also 24:50 and 24:193. 

Maryland—Integration report in Baltimore, 22:22. Also 
22 :258 and 27:88, 


fails, 26:145. 
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Massachusetts—Where stands Massachusetts? 22 :229. 
Also 21:22, 21:110, 21:207, 22:258, 23:161, 27:17 
and 27 :88. , . 

Minnesota—Integration movement, 22:230. Wisconsin, 
Minnesota courts uphold integration jurisdiction; 
defer organization of bar to end of war, 27 :143-8. Also 
23:161, 25:175, 27:17 and 27:88. 

Missouri—People learn value of organized bar, 23:46. 
Also 21:110, 23:161, 25:175, 27:17 and 27:88. 

Montana—Bar seeks integration, 22:143. Also 22:217, 
22 :258, 23:161, 24:50, 25:175 and 27:88. 

Nebraska—Bar integrated by supreme court rule, 21:69. 
Nebraska bench and bar prepared for progress, 
23:165. Also 21:22. 

New Jersey—See 21:22, 21:110, 21:207, 22:217, 22 :258, 
23 :161 and 27:88. 

North Carolina—State bar’s added powers, 23:42. Bar 
act amended, 21:23. Added dues and powers, 23 :164. 

North Dakota—State bar proves claim to leadership, 
22 :218. 

Ohio—Bar members to vote on integration, 23:45. Ohio 
bar’s integration campaign, 23:88. Ohio supreme 
court must decide issue, 23:162. Ohio campaign un- 
successful, 24:51. Also 27:88. 

Oklahoma—Bar act repealed, 23:40. Supreme court 
asserts power over bar, 23:86. Bar reorganized, 
23:203. Also 22:258 and 23:161. 

Oregon—A thrifty state bar, 22 :219. 

Pennsylvania—Integration somes, 22:84. Plan for 
local integrated bar (Philadelphia), 23:126. Also 
21:22, 21:110, 23:161 and 27:88. 

Puerto Rico—Integrated bar prospers, 22:85. 

South Dakota—Book review, Allen G. Wilson, study 
of bar organization, 27:61. Also 23 :161. 

Tennessee—See 27:88. 

Texas—Texas bar bill enacted, 22:258. Bar wins ten- 
year campaign, 23:41. Lawyers draft new bar rules, 
23:127. Texas bar unites 7,800 lawyers, 24:50. Also 
21:22, 22:217 and 23 :161. 
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Virginia—Bar bill enacted, 21:207. Bar act, 22:88. 
Arkansas and Virginia arrive, 22:217. Also 23:161. 

West Virginia—See 21:110, 22:258, 23:161, 27:17 and 
27 :88. 

Wisconsin—Successful bar integration campaign, by 
Edmund B. Shea, 27:13-17. Also 21:22 and 23:161. 

Wyoming—Integration statute, 23:41. Bar rules com- 

mended, 24:168. Also 24:50. 


Specialization of Practice 


Advocacy needs section organization, 22 :228. 

Bar’s duty to courts and clients not fulfilled, by Thomas 
J. Cuff, 25 :183. 

Bar enters age of specialization, 22:93. 

Criminal courts bar should be organized, 26 :165. 

Economic basis for society of advocates, by Albert M. 
Kales, 27 :79-82. 

Illinois bar association register lists 104 classes of 
specialists, 23 :166. 

Lawyers specializing in trials should cooperzte, 22:87. 

Legal aid clinics train young advocates, by John S. 
Bradway, 26:14-16. 

Section organization, by R. Allan Stephens, 21:173. 

Specialist listing proves successful, 22:43. 

Stratification of the bar, by David A. Simmons, 27 :7-13. 

Value of sectional organization, 22 :263. 


Miscellaneous 


Bar leader shows how A. B. A. can multiply resources, 
25 :117. 

Colorado bar association rejuvenated, 22 :132. 

Bar delegate conferences, by C. Edmund Worth, 21:175. 

Delegate system energizes state bar, 21:150. 

Pennsylvania bar discovers means for expansion, 21 :209. 

Meeting of bar activities section, 21:172. 


4. BAR ACTIVITIES 


Bar Journals 


Bar journals best means for bar education, 22 :267. 

Credit due legal dailies, 22 :230. 

Editorial, bar journals, 27 :133. 

Every bar association can now afford a bar journal, 
27 3159. 

A good bar journal service eee). 26 :116. 

New bar journal published (Minnesota), 27 :159. 

Bar journal prints Oklahoma opinions, 22 :269. 

Texas state bar journal founded, 21 :225. 

A bar journal is a good investment, 22 :231. 


Discipline 
Bar should challenge public to name rascal, 22:25. 
Cincinnati—Practical disciplinary plan, 23:45. 
Discipline in medical profession, 21:183. 
Michigan—A thoroughly tested disciplinary system, 
24 :39. 
New York—High cost of disciplinary proceedings, 
22 :94. 
Oregon—Discipline and reinstatement, 21 :225. 
Public opinion and bar discipline, 22 :24. 
Reinstatement procedure improved, 21 :227. 
Suspension from practice is illogical, 24:38. 


Junior Bar 


Big job for Junior Bar Conference, 22 :139. 

Junior Bar Conference at work, 23:46. 

Junior bar’s legislative project, 22 :231. 

Junior bar should prepare for leadership, by Robert N. 
Wilkin, 26 :131. 

junior bar studies juvenile crime, 22 :180. 

unior bar survey of judicial administration, 23 :88. 

— may improve public relations, 22 :93. 
ive junior bar in Philadelphia, 22:91. 

Opening for junior bar organizations (juvenile de- 
linquency), 23 :127. 

Public information handbook, 23 :166. 

Work done by Junior Bar Conference, 22 :265. 


Legal Ethics 


Canons of judicial ethics enforced, 22 :267. 

Code of ethics for criminal practice, 26 :166. 

Code of ethics and principles for prosecution and de- 
fense of criminal cases, 26 :167-9. 

Contingent fees in Ontario, by William Renwick Rid- 
dell, 23 :156. 

Problem of bar advertising, 22:170. 

Prohjem of fee splitting, 22 :228. 

Progress in establishing ethical standards, 22 :255. 
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Local Bar Associations 

Atlanta—Public relations work, 22:90. 

Boston—Bar association takes inventory, 22 :181. 

Brooklyn—Success with radio, 22:179. 

Canton, Ohio—Legal aid work by small association, 
22 :94. 

Dallas—Loan shark fight, 23:87. Sets example, 21 :225. 
Book review, The Dallas Bar Speaks, 22 :157. 

Detroit—War on bondsharks, 22:181. Adopts section 
plan, 21 :226. 

San Antonio—Fights loan sharks, 22.230. 

San Francisco—Placement bureau, 21 :226. 

Scranton, Pa.—Effect of bar plebiscite, 21 :228. 

en lawyers enough for successful bar association, 

21 :28. 

St Louis—Selection plan approved, 21:228. 

Sure recipe for local bar success, by Emil E. Storkan, 
25 :76. 

Survey made of local bar work, 22 :142. 

What can local bar associations do? 22:16. 

What one city bar association does, 22:90. 


Public Relations 
Applying “trouble shooter” method, 22 :139. 
Atlanta—Public relations work, 22:90. 
Bar and its radio audience, 22:43. 
Bar can win — approbation, 23 :132. 


Bar should challenge public to name rascal, 22:25. 

Best publicity is cheapest, 22 :188. 

California—State bar earns and wins public favor, 
23 :208. 


Connecticut—Public relations, 23 :207. 

Dallas—Lawyers win public confidence, 23 :167. 

Judge rebukes secret adviser, 22 :273. 

Juniors may improve public relations, 22:93. 

Organized bar and the public interest, by A. W. Trice, 
22 :260. 

Practical publicity for the profession, 22 :179. 

Public information handbook, 23 :166. 

Public opinion and bar discipline, 22 :24. 

Public relations program based on bar survey, 23 :110. 

Public relations on a big scale, 22 :180. 

Public relations work that pays its way, 22 :149. 

Public attitude toward bar deserves attention, by Julius 
Henry Cohen, 22:62. 

Radio programs for the bar, 21:178. 

Successful public information program, 23 :123. 


Miscellaneous 

Aid to bar executives, (institutes), 23 :199. 

Alabama—Progress of state bar, 23:44. 

Association membership as an asset, 21 :227. 

Bar activities section acquires momentum, 22 :102-116. 

Bar cooperation needs a handbook, 22 :221. 

Bar delegate conferences, by C. Edmund Worth, 21:175. 

Bar’s duty to assist judicial council, 23 :52. 

Bar indifferent to greatest opportunity (judicial organ- 
ization), by Harry Strozier, 21 :45-8. 

Bar leader shows how A. B. A. can multiply resources, 
by Wilbur F. Denious, 25 :117. 

Bar presidents need training, 25 :23. 

Bar opportunity in criminal law, 22:91. 

Bar vitally concerned with state government, 21:79. 

Better bar reports at lower cost, 22 :227. 

California—Campaign against ambulance chasing, 22: 
269. Lawyers’ dues paid for ten years, 23:207. Re- 
sources ‘availed of, 22:173. A state bar more than 
solvent, 22 :141. 

Can lawyers be friendly? 22:172. 

Colorado—Bar produces new civil code, 24 :143. 

Cooperation between lawyers in special fields, 21:151. 

Cooperation to suppress encroachers, by Edmund B. 
Shea, 21:176. 
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Do lawyers know what they need? 22 :148. 

Essential aims of legal practice, 21:27. 

Florida—Bar rises from impotence to power, 22:241. 
Group membership succeeds, 22 :92. 

Federal bar association starts needed improvement, 
22 :86. 

Function of bar organizations in improvement of judi- 
cial administration, by Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 22: 
117-9, 

Group papennny of the bar, by Isador Lazarus, 
21 :178. 

Has ame gone too far? by Stanley B. Houck, 
21:177. 

Illinois—Bar_ idea approaches completion (directory), 
22:276. Extension of experienced lawyer service, 
22 :90. 

Idealistic and spiritual side of profession, 21:28. 

Indiana—Achievements of state bar association, 23 :205. 

Lawyer in a living world, 21 :152. 

Lawyers tire of pumping leaky ship, 22:43. 

Legislative reporting, by Henry S. ) ote 21:179. 

— reflection for lawyers, by Robert N. Wilkin, 
1 7187. 

Mapping region to be conquered, 21:188. 

Massachusetts—Where stands? 22 :229. 

Meeting of bar activities section, 21:172. 

— - of legislative contacts, by William H. Rogers, 
1:178. 

Michigan—State bar success founded on public serv- 
ice, 25 :167-70. 

Minnesota—Bar scores in legislature, 23:48. Statecraft 
interests bar, 22:95. 

Missouri—Bar services to state bring dividends, 25.152. 
Institute for administration of justice created, 21:94. 
to , poten judicial administration in Missouri, 

Mode of choosing bar presidents, 22 :227. 

Nevada—Bar has cash surplus, 22:93. 

New Jersey—Paternalism in bar, 22 :230. 

New York—Regional conference held, 22 :278. 
bar association planning, 21 :225. 

North Dakota—Recodification sought, 22:141. 

New methods for service by live state bars, 21 :210-2. 

Ohio—Procedural expedients studied, 22 :183. 

Oklahoma—New sections for state bar, 22:92. 

One more need—a roll of honor, 21:140. 

One thousand lawyers study three days, 22:183. 

——— bar’s supreme duty, by Jacob M. Lashly, 
S: L 

ae profession’s outstanding duty (minor courts), 
2:37. 

Past and future work of section of bar organization 
activities, 23 :124. 

Pennsylvania—Bar discovers means for expansion, 
21:209. Unique plan builds bar membership, 24 :131. 

Prep school for bar executives, 22:43. 

Problem of choosing bar executives, 22:140. 

Profession dedicated to “herculean task,” by Arthur 
T. Vanderbilt, 21:85. 

on oy in advanced legal education for lawyers, 
2 319. 

Proposal for bar president’s cabinet, by Kenneth Teas- 
dale, 21:183. 

Regional meetings, by J. L. W. Henney, 21:176. 

State bar associations need members, 22:41. 

Texas—Bar association flourishes, 22 :140. 

To serve clients of small means, 21:131. 

Unauthorized practice in Missouri, by Boyle G. Clark, 
21 :176. 

Utah—State bar has good record, 22 :139. 

Weekly luncheon as a forum, 21:174. 

What lawyers are interested in, 22:181. 
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5. JUDICIAL SELECTION AND TENURE 


Bibliography, by Will Shafroth, 21:92. 

California—Judicial appointment in, 22:138. 
confirm judges’ tenure, 22 :202. 

Concerning involuntary retirement, 22 :225. 

- / list for supreme court appointments, by John 

. Wigmore, 23 :99. 

Essential features of judicial independence, 21-102. 

Fight for independent judiciary not finished, 22:53. 

Forced retirement of federal trial judges, 21:86. 

France, Political dependence of judges, by Henry Sel- 
den Bacon 21:41-45. 

Illinois—Politics in Chicago courts, 21:29. 
mise on Chicago selection plan, 22 :270. 
Independent judiciary born in colonial Virginia, by 

Nathan Boone Williams, 24 :124-7. 

Is judicial independence essential? Fred B. Perkins, 
25 :61. 

Indiana—Bar approves appointive plan, 23:126. New 
proposals facilitate judicial selection reform, 24:119. 
An Indiana proposal defended, 24 :140. 

Lawyers tire of pumping leaky ship, 22:43. 

Maryland—Bar learns how to win, 24:100. Ideal selec- 
tion plan wins, 24:117. 

Michigan—Bar gets experience in selection campaign, 
21:44. Judicial appointment test in Michigan, 22:89. 
State bar’s work for judicial appointment, by George 
E. Grand, 22:199-202. Adopts non-partisan election 
of judges, 23:37. Elected without a speech, 26 :132. 

Minnesota—Proposed judiciary article, 26:49. Plans 
thoroughly modern court system, 26:133-5. Text of 
proposed judiciary article, 26 :135-7. 

Missouri—Bar learns how to win, 24:100. Judicial 
selection planning augmented, 21:145. St. Louis bar 
selection plan approved, 21:228. Bar strong for 
selection reform, 22:179. Campaign on in Missouri, 
22:248. Ambitious program of bar association, 
23 :205. Vote on court plan assured, 24:64. Voters 
approve judicial selection amendment, 24:118. Mis- 
souri’s ideal judicial selection law, by Thomas F. Mc- 
Donald, 24:194-8. Plan wins again, 26:100. Mis- 
souri victory speeds national judicial selection reform, 
by John Perry Wood, 26:142-3. Constitutional con- 
vention studies judiciary, 27:100. Operation of Non- 
Partisan Court Plan, by William W. Crowdus, 
27 :166-70. Proof of the pudding, 27 :164. 

Model judiciary article and comment thereon, 26:51. 

Nationwide progress in judicial administration, 27 :17-20. 

New Mexico—Bar for judicial appointment, 22 :229. 

New way to nominate supreme court judges, by John 
H. Wigmore, 22 :207. 


Voters 


Compro- 


New York—Courts part of spoils system in New York 
City, 21:51. Significant features of judiciary article 
framed by convention, 22:129. Defeat of judiciary 
article may afford greater progress, 22:204. Judicial 
selection improvement studied in New York, 27 :153-6. 

North Carolina—Judicial selection in, 21:150. 

Ohio—Analysis of Ohio vote on appointive judiciary, 
by Howard L. Barkdull, 22:197. Cleveland bar deals 
with two serious evils, 23:47. Judicial selection 
amendment in Ohio, 22:89. Campaign in Ohio, 
21:24. Voters deceived by assumed name, 22 :182. 

Once more unto the breach, by Edwin A. Falk, 24: 
102-4. 

Organization of probate courts and qualifications of 
probate judges, by Thomas E. Atkinson, 23 :93-8. 
Our heritage of impartial justice, by Henry T. Lum- 

mus, 22 :243-8. 

Pennsylvania—Effect of bar plebiscite in Scranton, 
21 :228. 

Pontius Pilate and popular judgments, by John H. 
Wigmore, 25 :60. 

Popular election tempts judges to advertise, 26 :146. 

Popular election unpopular, 22 :89. 

Practical check on appointment of judges, 23 :28-30. 

Present status of judicial selection plans, with map 
(1938), 22:120-28. 

Problem of the arbitrary judge, 22 :194. 

Procedure alternative to impeachment—Sumners bill, 
21:59. 

Proposed power to veto judicial nominations, 21:15. 

Recent data concerning judicial selection, 22:99. 

Removal of judges, President Taft on, 22:143. 

Retirement of judges, Judge Merrill E. Otis condemns 
pending bill, 22:191. 

Retirement pensions for judges, by Glenn R. Winters, 
27 :105-12. 

Scope of judicial tenure plan amplified, 26:11. 

Senator Burton’s confession, 26 :68. 

Some light on judges’ salaries in England, 23 :282. 

South Carolina—Judges’ pensions in, 22 :232. 

Supreme court upholds bar plebiscite, 23 :203. 

Survey of recent progress is stimulating, 26:38. 

Texas bar judicial selection plan, 21:149. 

Unrestricted appointments to bench, 22:140. 

Use of pro tem judges to clear dockets, 21:27. 

Utah—Selection reform blocked, 23:39. 


6. COURT ORGANIZATION 


Unification 


Book review, Pound, Organization of courts, 23 :172. 

California—Approaching court organization problem, 
22 345, 

Court integration through voluntary leadership, by John 
J. Parker, 25:38. 

Editorial, separate equity courts, 27 :132. 

Efficient court structure is chief present need, by Paul 
D. Barns, 22 :251-4. 


Indiana—Bill drafted to coordinate judiciary, 22 :196.. 


Judicature bill killed, 22 :268. 
Integration of state judiciary recommended, 23 :233. 
udicial power to unify court system, 22 :137. 
rn court organization from department store, by 
John B. Winslow, 26 :158. 
-Maryland—Study model court system, 25 :171. 





Washington—Judicial pensions provided, 21:13. Judi- 
cial selection plan, 21:59. 

Minnesota—Proposed judiciary article, 26:49. Plans 
thoroughly modern court system, 26:133-5. Text of 


proposed article, 26:135-7. 

Missouri—Plan for unifying appellate courts, 22 :239. 
Judicial conference created, 27:57-8. Constitutional 
convention studies judiciary, 27:100. 

New Jersey—Bar’s bid for leadership, 22:275. Oppor- 
tunity to improve Jersey justice, 26:45. Judicial 
article in proposed constitution, 26 :45-50. 

Ohio—Unified court plan, 21 :204. 

Outline for single court with jurisdiction extended to 
so-called administrative law, by Arthur F. Kingdon, 
24 :11-17. 

Pattern of unified court emerges, 23 :212. 

Principles and outline of a modern unified court or- 
ganization, by Roscoe Pound, 23 :225-33. 

Trend toward judicial integration, 22 :249. 
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Business Management 


Administrative office for state courts, by Henry P. 
Chandler, 26 :7-10. 

Can courts perfect administrative function? 25 :69. 

Demand for business methods in courts, by Carroll T. 
Bond, 25:57. 

— court administration wins bar favor, 

Iowa—Constitution enjoins court supervision, 25 :284. 

Massachusetts—What Massachusetts courts need, 22:43. 

Missouri—St. Louis court adopts business methods, 
21:73. Lawyers aided by efficient court clerk, 22 :26. 
Further significant work by Sam Priest, 23:36. 

Model judiciary article and comment thereon, 26:51. 

Pennsylvania—Supervision at work, 21:198-200. 

Precedent for statistical reporting, 22 :269. 

Receiverships, politics, judicial efficiency, 21:26. 

Administrative agency for Texas courts, by James P. 
Alexander, 27 :90-2. 

Why not grade courts on administrative talent? 21:91. 

Wisconsin governor on court management, 21:62. 


Minor Courts 


Bar indifferent to greatest opportunity, by Henry 
Strozier, 21:45-8. 

Book review, Warren, Traffic Courts, 27 :60. 

Brief account of discouraging situation, 22 :134. 

Connecticut’s “jungle of confusion,” 24 :136, 

Comme may proceed, by Charles B. Stephens, 27: 
127-8. 

Dist. of Columbia—Notable success in small claims 
court, 24:63. 

Indiana magistrates court act, by James J. Robinson, 
23 382. 

Justice in minor courts appraised by expert, by Henry 
T. Lummus, 22 :38-40. 

Maryland—Constructive survey of Baltimore people’s 
court, 22:131. Outstanding reform of lower courts, 
23:84. Fate of Baltimore court depends on voters, 
24 :62. 

Missouri—Kansas City justice court reform urged, 
24 :63. 

Need for traffic court study, by Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 
23 7144-8. 

North Carolina—Magistrates escape control, 23:83. 
Substitute for justices, 23 :85. 

Ohio plan for responsible minor tribunals, 23 :86. 

Poor man’s court of justice, by Lloyd Kennedy, 23 :221. 

Small affairs of small people, by Newton D. Baker, 
25 359. 

Success in small claims practice, 22 :101. 

Trial justice system of Virginia, by Arthur F. Kingdon, 
23 :216-21. 

Virginia justices’ association praised, 24:96. 

Washington—Conciliation court established, 21:188, In- 
formal procedure succeeds, 22:133. Small claims 
court remarkably successful, 23 :155. 

Wisconsin—Technic of conciliation developed in Mil- 
waukee, 22:155. 

Would take profit making out of justice, 25:148. 
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Federal Courts 
(In chronological order) 


Administrative function in federal courts, 21:5. 

Critical study of U. S. trial courts, 21:115. 

Administrative plan for federal judiciary, 21:142. 

For business management of federal courts, 21:195-7. 

Administration is chief need of federal courts, 22:57. 

Plausible idea for Ashurst bill advanced, 22 :62. 

Senior judges plan to integrate federal system, 22 :160. 

Ashurst bill can conserve judicial independence, 22 :187, 

Integration of federal judiciary now probable, 22 :189. 

Cummings summarizes needs of federal judiciary, 
22 :190. 

Schools of jurisprudence in federal system, by John J. 
Parker, 23 :5-10. 

Bright prospects for federal judicature, 23:51. 

Progress in federal judicial administration, 23 :60. 

Business of the U. S. districts courts, by Merrill E. 
Otis, 23 :148-52. 

Federal judicial system nears end of reform program, 
24 107-10. 

Federal judicial reform program marches on, 24 :187-8. 

Justice is dependent upon administrative methods, 26: 

128. 


Miscellaneous 


Efficiency of higher courts in Connecticut, by Arthur 
T. Vanderbilt, 21 :201-4. 

Forsaken laboratories of judicial science, by Leonard J. 
Emmerglick, 27 :140-2. 

Give scope to judicial specialization, 21:11. 

Legalizing industrial self-rule, by Benjamin A. Javits, 
21 :25. 

Maryland—A great governor and a great court, 25:177. 

Massachusetts—Reform of district courts, 23 :239. 

Mexico—Summary of courts in city of Mexico, by 
Jorge Luna y Parra, 27:71. 

Michigan statute recognizes need for three judge trial 
court, 24:76-80. Detroit’s unified criminal court 
makes history, 23:24. 

Nationwide progress in judicial administration, 27: 
17-20. 

New rules are inadequate, by Arthur F. Kingdon, 
23 :133-42. 

New York—Criminal cases tried to bench of three 
judges, by William R. Bayes, 24:182. Defeat of 
judiciary article may afford greater progress, 22 :204. 

North Carolina—5,000 judges in one state, 21:229. 

Organization of probate courts and qualifications of 
judges, by Thomas E. Atkinson, 23 :93-8. 

Pennsylvania—A municipal court that went wrong, 
21-24. 

Practical way to administer justice, by Leon Green, 
25 :70-76. 

Principle of three judge trial court favored, 22 :240. 

Public opinion and reform, 21 :213-7. 

Quebec—Judicial system of, by E. Fabre Surveyer, 
27 :21-5. 

Support given idea of three-judge trial bench, 22 :167. 

Use of pro tem judges to clear dockets, 21 :27. 

What the legislature owes the judiciary, 21:116-125. 

When is a court’s work current? 21:205. 


7. CIVIL PROCEDURE 


Arizona’s new rules effect conformity, by Edson R. 
Sunderland, 23 :215. 

Book review—Scott, Photographic Evidence, by Albert 
S. Osborn, 26 :123. 





Client wants reason for defeat, 22:45. 

Colorado—Bar moves under new rules act, 23:19. Pro- 
duces new civil code, 24:143. New civil code drafted, 
24 :135. 








196 


Diagnosis and treatment of legal congestion, by Alfred 
Koerner, 22 :168. : 

Do we meet basic need in finding facts? by Claire B. 
Bird, 22 :163. 

Fact finding by special verdict, by Laurance M. Hyde, 
24 :144-9, 

Federal—U. S. district court rules in revised form, 
21:38. The federal rules of civil procedure and 
Erie R. R. Co. v. Tompkins, Alexander Holtzoff, 
24:57. Tompkins case and the federal rules, by 
Charles E, Clark, 24:158-62. Federal judicial system 
nears end of reform program, 24:107-10. 

Georgia—New rules effective in Atlanta, 27-112. 

Grinnell essay presents opportunity for progressive 
courts, 24:68. 

Impeaching one’s own witness, by Isadore Moidel, 
24 :85. 

Judge Cockrell’s success with informal trials, 22 :135. 

Jury verdicts on special questions in civil cases, by 
Charles T. McCormick, 27 :84-8. 

Making the record, 27 :134-9. 

Maryland act like federal model, 23 :18. 

Metaphysical pleadings and horse sense, 22 :273. 

Methods for’ preventing delay, by Merrill E. Otis, 
26 :73-7. 

More efficient courtroom work is possible, by Frank G. 
Tyrrell, 24:84. 

Much time wasted in common law trials, 21:60. 

Nationwide surveys of civil procedure reform—Federal 
trial rules stimulate state reforms, 23:18. Rules and 
rule-making, 24:53. States move to modernize civil 
procedure, 24:189-93. Civil procedure reform con- 
tinues its march, 25:42-4. Nationwide progress, 
27 :17-20. 

Nebraska bench and bar prepared for progress, 23 :165. 

—. = inadequate, by Arthur F. Kingdon, 23: 
1 2. 

New use for rule-making power, 27 :117. 

New York—Delay much reduced, 22 :206. 


8 CRIMINAL 


Arizona’s code of criminal procedure, 23 :175. 

Bar opportunity in criminal law, 22:91. 

Book reviews-—Correction of Youthful Offenders (sym- 
ga, 27:28. Glueck, Juvenile Delinquents Grown 

, by John Barker Waite, 25:86. Orfield, Criminal 
Appeals in America, by James J. Robinson, 23:153. 
Scott, Photographic Evidence, by Albert S. Osborn, 
26:123. Smith, Police Systems in the United States, 
24:163. Traver, Troubleshooter, the Story of a 
North Woods Prosecutor, 27:28. Warren, Traffic 
Courts, 27 :60. 

Code of ethics for criminal practice, 26 :166. 

Code of ethics and principles for the prosecution and 
defense of criminal cases, 26 :167-9. 

Criminal cases tried to a bench of three judges, 24 :182. 

Criminal courts bar should be organized, 26 :165. 

Constitutional protection of guilt, by Claire B. Bird, 
25 :18-20. 

Constitutional protection of innocence, by David D. 
Watkins, 26 :27-30. 

Constitutional protection against self-incrimination, by 
Abraham Wekstein, 26 :154-7. 

Federal courts—Extending the rule-making power to 
federal criminal procedure, by Homer Cummings, 
22:151-3. Rule-making for criminal procedure, by 
Gordon Dean, 24:81. Proposed federal rules of crim- 
inal procedure, by James J. Robinson, 27 :38-48. Pro- 
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